Altn:* Dale Hoffman-Floerke December 12, 2006
Salton Sea PEIR comments

CA Department of Water Resources

Colorada River & Salton Sea Office

1416 9" Street, Room 11486

Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Comments on Draft PEIR for Salton Sea
Dear Ms. Hoffman-Floerke:

I am writing on behalf of Sequoia Audubon Society ta offer our comments on the Resources
Agency’s Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact Report for the Salton Sea Ecosystem
Restoration Program (PEIR).

There is no question that the State of California must take action at the Salton Sea. The ‘no
action’ scenarios described in the PEIR and in the Pacific Institute’'s Hazard clearly demonstrate
that the health of children and adults in the Imperial and Coachella valleys would be harmed by
the hundreds of additional tons of dust that would blow, each year, off the iand exposed by the
shrinking Salton Sea. A smaller, saltier Sea would also be of little or no value to many of the 400
species of birds ~ sometimes numbering in the millions of individual birds — that currently use the
Sea. With the loss of nearly 95% of Califomnia’s wetlands, many of these birds will have no other
place to go, leading to catastrophic losses that will be felt up and down the Pacific Flyway.
Clearly, we must act to protect the Salton Sea.

The question is how. Unfortunately, that question has not been fully answered by the PEIR.
None of the altematives presented in the PEIR satisfies the legal requirements to maximize
wildlife habitat, air and water quality protection in a reasonable timeframe.”

Most proposed alternatives suffer from massive construction and permitting requirements that
would slow implementation, degrade air quality, and impose additional, unacceptable impacts
over a wide area. We do not believe these are the best choices.

Fortunately, the PEIR contains the information and compaonents necessary to piece together a
successful plan from the proposed alternatives. Alternatives 1 and 2 provide important habitat to
support many of the birds that currently use the Salton Sea. Alternative 4 offers a relatively low-
cost, low-impact method to distribute water around much of the present shoreline and would
provide additional habitat, shoreline protection and opportunities for recreation. The concentric
lakes plan would provide direct air quality benefits, and would also offer a ready source of water
for managing air quality problem areas that might arise in the future. And components of the
larger north lake aiternatives (Alternatives 5-7) provide recreation and economic development
opportunities, enjoying the broad local support necessary for funding and implementation.

', Pursuant to the Quantification Settlement Agreement (“QSA”), state and federal law require
restoration of the Salton Sea because of its importance for fish and wildlife, air quality, recreation
and local economic development. See Califomia Fish and Game Code Sections 2930, et seq.

Sequoia Audubon Society
PQ. Box 620292 Whodside, CA 94062-0292
office@sequoia-audubon.org » www.Sequoia-Audubon.org

{650) 529-1454



Therefore, we urge that DWR combine the following features from the proposed altematives into
& final, preferred altemative that would meet the legal requirements for restoration and provide
opportunities for recreation and development in Imperial and Coachella Valleys:

Between 25,000 — 50,000 acres of Shallow Saline Habitat Complex, as described in
Alternatives 1 and 2, at the southem and northern ends of the Sea to provide habitat
for shoreline species;

Create concentric rings using geotubes or other dirt-filled barriers, as described in
Alternative 4, to provide additional shallow habitat, deeper marine habitat, shoreline
and view protection, air-quality protections, and recreation;

Similar to the lakes found in Alternatives 5-7, provide a large (approximately 10,000
acre) North Lake, which would be the largest recreational lake in Southem Callifornia,
fed by the Whitewater River to provide recreation and development opportunities
without the costs and risks assaciated with a major mid-Sea barrier or the costs of
pumping water from the southern end of the Sea;

Provide at least one-haif acre-foot of water per acre of exposed Seabed, as
stipulated by the Salton Sea Advisory Committee, to prevent dust pollution caused
by exposed playa, as described in Alternatives 1-3, 5-6 and 8;

Construct shallow saline habitat (known as “early start habitat”) immediately to
provide resources for birds during the long permitting and construction process, as
described in all of the proposed alternatives; and

Develop a plan that provides water for habitat and air quality mitigation first, in case
of possible shortages or system malfunctions, as described in Alternatives 1-3.

A Final Preferred Alternative that contains all of these components, each of which is present and
analyzed in one or more of the draft altematives, would best meet the legal requirements to
maximize habitat, air quality and water quality, while also providing substantial recreation and
development opportunities we urge, therefore, the State to select the Preferred Alternative with
the componenits and features outlined above. Such an “Evolved Alternative” would best meet the
needs of local communities, fish and wildlife, and the people of California.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

Co buclUuglod Smith

Robin Winslow Smith
Conservation Chair
Sequoia Audubon Society
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